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REMARKS 

Applicants respectfully request reconsideration of Ihe present application in view of the 
foregoing amendments and in view of the reasons that follow. 

Claims 6,7, 14, and 21 are ctirenUy being amended. 

This amendment adds, changes and/or deletes claims in this application. A detailed 
listing of all claims that are, or were, rn the applied, irrespective of whether the claims rer*in 
under examination in the application, is presented, with an appropriate defined status identifier. 

After amending the claims as set forth above, claims 2-1 0, 1 2-1 7, and 2 1 -24 are now 
pending in this application. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

In Section I of the Office Action the Examiner indicated that claims 2-10, 12-I7,and21- 
24 have been withdrawn from allowability on reconsideration. The Examiner indicated that flw 
term "regardless" is irrtcrpreted in such a way as to be covered by the prior art. Although 
Applicants do not acquiesce in the Examiner's interpretation. Applicant's have revised 
independent claim 6. to clarify that the predetermined communications connection is effectuated 
when the handheld computing device is in either one of an on condition or an off condition. 
Applicants submit that the prior an does not disclose, teach or suggest that such a predetermined 
cwnrminication connection i s effectuated whether the device is on or oaf, The prior art discloses 
only effectuating such a connection when the device is on. Similarly, Applicants have amended 
claims 7, 14, and 21 to clarify that the state of the software may be in either a communications 
mode or a rwiiHwmmunDCfttions mode when the predetennined communications connection is 
effectuated. Applicants submit that the prior an only discloses and teaches a case in which the 
software is in a communications mode to effectuate the communications connection. Applicants 
submit <Jurt because a handheld computer is inherently used for many tasks, nmning a variety of 
software, it is important that the emergency calling sequence can be initiated when the computer 
is in any stole running any software. This is not taught or suggested by the prior art. 

* 7 " Application No, 09/S44J 64 
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CMxn Objections 

In Section 2 oRhe Office Action the Examiner objected to iftfonnaiitics of Claim 7 
Applies submit ** tie i„*rrn*li ties pave bc cn a^ssed with the current Cain, amende 

Claim Rejections -35 U.S.C, § 103 

Tn Section 4 of the Office Action the Examiner rejected claims 6. 7, 14, end 21 under 35 
USX. §103 as being unpatentable vnSSBBBtoWLW*- Patem No. 6,535,743) iri vicwof 
Ifess (U.S. Patent No. 5,777,55 1 ). 

Applicant's lurve amended independent claim 6. to clarify that the predetermined 
ccmmoricBtkns conation is cOcctuated when the handheld computing device is in either one 
of an on condition or an off condition. Applicants submit that neither Kennedy *„i nor Jig* 
discloses, teaches or suggest*, ^cw or in any proper combination, that sueh a prcdetern^ 
communication connection is effectuated whether the device is on or off. The combinaUon of 
Ke ° qedYe " li ** te disolo *« only efTectuating such a connection when the device on 
Similarly, AppKoams have amended claims 7, I4,and2l to clarify that the state of the soflwa* 
may be m e,thcr a communications mode or a "communications mode when the 
predetermined cotnmunicaiions connection Ls effectuated. Applicants submit that the 
combination of Kennedv^L and Bm discloses and teaches a case in which the software isin a 
ammunitions mode to effectuate the co^unications connection. Applicants submit that 
because a handheld computer is inherently osed for many tasks, inning a v^ry of sofUv ^ it 
15 ,mp0ltant ^ *q«*ce can be initiated when the computer is in any 

state n.ning any sofW, This is not taugM or suited by to* ^ proper CQzjjbiflfltf(>n of 
K~dyefa1. m flteg . Accordinfily, Applicants respectfolly submit that CIaims6,7 14 and 
21 and their respective dependent claims are therefore allowable. 

In Section 6 of tie Office Action the Examiner rejected claims 5. T3, and 23 under 3S 
U.S.C. §103 asbeing unpatentable over Kennedy et a|, and in view of A^ie^dJ S 
Patent No. 6,031.470). Because Applicants believe that independent claims 7, 14, and 21 are 

001,1760965.1 

' 8 " Application No, 09/844,164 



PAGE 12/14 • RCVD AT 2/18/2B05 4:57:05 PM [Eastern Standard rime] » SVfcUSPTOffXRM/1 1 DfflS:8729306 1 CSID:4143197016 ■ DURATION (mm-ss):03^52 



FE 3. 18.2005 4:B2PM 33RD FLOOR NO. 831 P. 13/1 



Atty. Dkt No. 035451-0126 (3623JWm) 

aMpvvable, Applicants believe that dependent claims 5, 13, and 23 arc also allowable for 
substantially the same reasons, 

In Section 7 of the Office Action the Examiner rejected claims 10 and 17 under 35 US C 
§103 ^betosuapat^bfeov^r Keni^ yet, ^ andHejsiu view of ^bersgr (U.S. PateolNo 
5,467,387). Bcca^ Applicants believe that independent claims 7, and 14 are allowable 
Applicants believe that dependent claim, lOaod ] 7 are also allowable for subsuwtiaUy the ssme 
reasons. 

In Section 8 of the Office Action the Examiner reject claims 9 and 16 under 3S U S C 
§103 as being unstable over Kennedy etnL and Hss in viewer MitaLfitaL (U.S. Patart 
No. 6,332,073). Because Applies believe that independent claim, 7, and 14,areaI!owaWe, 
Applicants believe that dependent claims 9 and 1 6 are also alio wable for substantially the 8ame 



reasons. 



as 



In Section 9 of the Office Action the Focamincr rejected claim 22 under 35 U.S C §103 
being unpatentable ore Kennedy etal and Hess in view ofShaanan^i (U.S. Patent No 
6,332.084). Because Applicants believe thm hKiepcndem claim 21 i» allowable, Applicants 
beUeve that dependent claim 22 is also allowable for substantially the same reasons 



Applicants believe that the present application is now in condition for allowance 
Favorable reconddenaion of the application as amended is respectfully requested. 

Hie Examiner * invited to contact the undersigned by telephone if it is felt that a 
telephone interview would advance tbe pwsecution of the present application. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any additional Tees which may be 
requu-ed regarding this application under 37 C.F.R. §§ 1 .] 6-1 .1 7, or credit any overpayment, to 
Deposit Account No. 06-1447. Should no proper payment be enclosed herewith, a* by a check 
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being in the wrong amount, unsigned, po****, otherwise improper or informal or even 
entirely missing, lie Commissioner is authorize:} to obflrfie the impoiq 1 amount to Deposit 
Account NO. 06-1447. ^extensions of time ^ 

submitted herewith. Applets hereby petition for sgcb exterior, under 37 C.P.R. § U36ni 
authorize payment of any such extensions fees to Deposit Account No. 06-1447. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Date j^eLr^u f& 



FOLEY & LARDNER LLP 
Customer Number: 26371 
Tolfiphone: (41 4) 297-5730 
Facsimile: (41 4) 297-4900 




Alistair K. Chan - 
Attorney for Applicants 
Registration No. 44,603 



0Ot.t7£Q866.1 
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